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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is issued in response to applicant filed request for continued 
examination (RCE) on 1 1/01/2007. 

2. Claims 1 - 2, 4 - 8, 9 - 1 1 , 1 3, and 1 8 - 22 have been amended. Claims 59 - 67 
were added. Claims 1 7, and 24 - 58 were canceled. 

3. Claims 1 - 16, 18 - 23, and 59 - 67 are pending in this application. 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to amended claims 1 - 2, 4 - 8, 9 - 1 1 , 13, 
and 18-22 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of 
rejection. 



Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

5. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
10/11/2006 has been entered. 
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Specification 

6. The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for 
the claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1 .75(d)(1 ) and MPEP § 608.01 (o). Correction 
of the following is required: The specification fails to provide proper antecedent basis for 
"record relationship information indicating..." recited in claims 1, 6, and 13, lines 12, 7, 
and 1 5; respectively. It fails to provide proper antecedent basis for "query relationship 
information indicating ..." recited in claims 1, 6, and 13, lines 19, 15, and 23; 
respectively. Also, it fails to provide proper antecedent basis for "sub-category 
relationships" recited in claims 1, 6, and 13, lines 13, 7, and 15; respectively. The term 
"maximum relevance value", and "sub-maximum relevance value" in newly added 
claims 60, 63, and 66 have not antecedent basis provided by the specification. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

7. Claim 1-16, 18 - 23, and 59 - 67 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) 
contains subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the 
application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. The claims recite: 
"record relationship information" (claims 1, 6, and 13, lines 12, 7, and 15; respectively), 
and "query relationship information" (in claims 1, 6, and 13, lines 19, 15, and 23; 
respectively). However, the specification of the disclosure does not describe the 
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limitations including: "record relationship information" and "query relationship 
information" in sufficient detail that one skilled in the art reasonably conclude that the 
inventor has possession of the claimed invention. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

9. Claims 1 - 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Talib 
et al. (Talib hereinafter) (US 2001/0049677 A1 ). 

Regarding Claims 1 , and 6, Talib discloses a system for searching a content 
database stored in computer storage, the content database including a plurality of 
records each containing multiple field types within a set of field types, the system 
comprising: 

a structure database in computer storage in which the set of field types are 
organized into a plurality of categories and zero or more sub-categories, each category 
having zero or more subcategories, the structure database containing (Page 4 and 17, 
[0045] and [0202], lines 8-13 and 3-11; wherein the taxonomies correspond to the 
set of field types claimed; respectively, Talib), for each record, record relationship 
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information indicating categories and sub-categories of the multiple field types of the 
record and category and sub-category relationships of the multiple field types of the 
record (Page 12 and 15, [0151] and [0183], Talib); 

a receiver for receiving a search query comprising a selection of multiple field 
types within the set of field types (Page 4, [0046], lines 16-20, Talib); 

a determining device for determining query relationship information indicating 
categories and sub-categories of the multiple field types of the search query and 
categories and sub-category relationships of the multiple field types of the search query 
(Page 9 and 1 1 , [01 17] and [0149], Talib); 

a correlation device for performing a correlation between the query relationship 
information, and the record relationship information, for one or more records to produce 
a relevance value for each of the one or more records (Page 9 and 10, [01 17] and 
[0122], "...These links reference each document in index 905 that contains these words 
and phrases", and "...the search term is "sail." The present invention queries term index 
910 and determines that 158 documents in the document archive have the word "sail" 
within them."; respectively, Talib and further see Page 10, [0125], 'The system 
responds by providing a list of all 24,832 articles that are associated with the search 
term "sail"...", Talib); and 

a response unit for responding to the query by selecting and providing 
information form records in the content database based upon the relevance values for 
the one or more records (Page 10, [0126], "The system responds by cross-matching the 
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24,832 documents against the categories ...the system generates a document archive 
of these 24,832 documents as organized by continent..."; Talib). 

Regarding Claims 2, and 7, Talib discloses a system, wherein the correlation 
device performs a correlation for a record by correlating each of the two or more 
categories in the search query with a corresponding category in the record to produce a 
relevance value for a category, and determining the relevance value of record based on 
the relevance values determined for the two or more categories in the search query 
(Page 10, [0126] and [0133], Talib). 

Regarding Claims 3, and 8, Talib discloses a system wherein the correlation 
device performs a different operation for two categories that have different data 
structures (Page 10, [0133] and [0134], Talib). 

Regarding Claims 4, and 9, Talib discloses a system wherein the correlation 
device includes a component which assigns a weight to a sub-category in a record 
depending on whether that sub-category is present in the search query, and the 
correlation device uses the assigned weight in performing the correlation (Page 14, 
[0175], Talib). 



Regarding Claims 5, and 10, Talib discloses a system wherein: 
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The sub-categories of a category are structured in at least one sub-level based 
upon a relationship between the field types in the sub-categories (Page 10, [0132] and 
[0133], Talib); and 

the correlation device includes a component which assigns a weight to a sub- 
category in a record depending upon its level, and the correlation unit uses the assigned 
weight in performing the correlation (Page 14, [0175], Talib). 

Regarding Claim 1 1 , Talib discloses a system provided with access to a network, 
the content database being accessible from the network, the receiver and response unit 
communicating over the network (Page 7, [0083], Talib). 

Regarding Claim 12, Talib discloses a system wherein the content database is 
accessed through the network (Page 7, [0087], Talib). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 0. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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11. Claims 1 3 - 1 6, and 18-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ginn (US Patent No. 6,275,811, issued: August 14, 2001), in view of 
Knepfle et al. (Knepfle hereinafter) (PCT WO 01/61601 A1, international publication 
date: August 23, 2001), and further in view of Talib et al. (Talib hereinafter) (US Patent 
App. Pub. No. 2001/0049677 A1, published: December 6, 2001). 

Regarding Claim 13, Ginn discloses an online user forum of the type permitting 
communication among a plurality of users and also permitting users to post information 
content for access by users, the improvement comprising 

a reputation module storing a reputation rating for a user in association with 
information content (Col. 9, lines 65 - 67, "One variation is to track the reputation of 
individual authors, and assign further writings from those authors a preliminary rating 
based upon that reputation.", Ginn). 

However, Ginn is silent with respect to a user's reputation being a function of the 
degree of his participation in the forum. On the other hand, Knepfle discloses a user's 
reputation being a function of the degree of his participation in the forum (Page 2, 
"Feedback ratings provide a good mechanism for indicating a level of indicating a user's 
trustworthiness or past participation within an electronic commerce forum Knepfle). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate the Knepfle's teachings to the system Ginn. Skilled artisan 
would have been motivated to do so, as suggested by Knepfle (Page 2, Knepfle), to 
provide a good mechanism for indicating a level of user's trustworthiness. In addition, 
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both of the references (Ginn and Knepfle) teach features that are directed to analogous 
art and they are directed to the same field of endeavor, such as, databases 
management systems, and ratings. This close relation between both of the references 
highly suggests an expectation of success. 

The combination of Ginn in view of Knepfle discloses all the limitation as discussed 
above. However, the combination of Ginn in view of Knepfle does not explicitly disclose: 
said reputation module being included within a system for searching a content 
database. On the other hand, Talib discloses system for searching a content database 
stored in computer storage, the content database including a plurality of records each 
containing multiple field types within a set of field types of information (Page 4 and 17, 
[0045] and [0202], lines 8-13 and 3-11; wherein the taxonomies correspond to the 
set of field types claimed; respectively, Talib), the method comprising: 

a structure database. in computer storage in which the set of field types are 
organized into a plurality of categories and zero or more sub-categories, each category 
having zero or more subcategories, the structure database containing (Page 4 and 17, 
[0045] and [0202], lines 8-13 and 3-11; wherein the taxonomies correspond to the 
set of field types claimed; respectively, Talib), for each record, record relationship 
information indicating categories and sub-categories of the multiple field types of the 
record and category and sub-category relationships of the multiple field types of the 
record (Page 12 and 15, [0151] and [0183], Talib); 

a receiver for receiving a search query comprising a selection of multiple field 
types within the set of field types (Page 4, [0046], lines 16-20, Talib); 
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a determining device for determining query relationship information indicating 
categories and sub-categories of the multiple field types of the search query and 
categories and sub-category relationships of the multiple field types of the search query 
(Page 9 and 1 1 , [01 17] and [0149], Talib); 

a correlation device for performing a correlation between the query relationship 
information, and the record relationship information, for one or more records to produce 
a relevance value for each of the one or more records (Page 9 and 10, [01 17] and 
[0122], "...These links reference each document in index 905 that contains these words 
and phrases", and "...the search term is "sail." The present invention queries term index 
910 and determines that 158 documents in the document archive have the word "sail" 
within them."; respectively, Talib and further see Page 10, [0125], "The system 
responds by providing a list of all 24,832 articles that are associated with the search 
term "sail"...", Talib); and 

a response unit for responding to the query by selecting and providing 
information form records in the content database based upon the relevance values for 
the one or more records (Page 10, [0126], "The system responds by cross-matching the 
24,832 documents against the categories ...the system generates a document archive 
of these 24,832 documents as organized by continent..."; Talib). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the Talib's teachings to the system of the 
combination of Ginn in view of Knepfle. Skilled artisan would have been motivated to do 
so, as suggested by Talib (Page 3, [0038], Talib), to provide a multiple-taxonomy, 
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multiple-category search engine that allows users to search for documents, where the 
user is allowed to toggle among the multiple taxonomies as an aid to locating desired 
documents without constraints. 

Regarding Claim 14, the combination of Ginn in view of Knepfle and further in 
view of Talib (Ginn/Knepfle/Talib hereinafter) discloses a forum wherein the reputation 
module is constructed so that a first user's reputation rating is dependent upon the 
evaluation by other users of the information posted by the first user (Col. 2, and 3, lines 
59 - 62, and 1 - 3; respectively, Ginn). 

Regarding Claim 1 5, Ginn/Knepfle/Talib discloses a forum wherein the reputation 
module is constructed so that a first user's reputation rating is dependent upon his 
evaluation of information posted by other users (Col. 2, and 3, lines 59 - 62, and 1 - 3; 
respectively, Ginn). 

Regarding Claim 16, Ginn/Knepfle/Talib discloses a forum wherein the reputation 
module is constructed so that a first user's reputation rating is dependent more the 
evaluation by other users of the information posted by the first user than upon the first 
user's evaluation of information posted by other users (Col. 2, and 3, lines 59 - 62, and 
1-3; respectively, Ginn). 
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Regarding Claim 18, Ginn/Knepfle/Talib discloses a forum, wherein the 
correlation device performs a correlation for a record by correlating each of the two or 
more categories in the search query with a corresponding category in the record to 
produce a relevance value for a category/and determining the relevance value of 
record based on the relevance values determined for the two or more categories in the 
search query (Page 10, [0126] and [0133], Talib). 

Regarding Claim 19, Ginn/Knepfle/Talib discloses a forum wherein the 
correlation device performs a different operation for two categories that have different 
data structures (Page 10, [0133] and [0134], Talib). 

Regarding Claim 20, Ginn/Knepfle/Talib discloses a forum wherein the 
correlation device includes a component which assigns a weight to a sub-category in a 
record depending on whether that sub-category is present in the search query, and the 
correlation device uses the assigned weight in performing the correlation (Page 14, 
[0175], Talib). 

Regarding Claim 21 , Ginn/Knepfle/Talib discloses a forum wherein: 

the sub-categories of a category are structured in at least one sub-level based 

upon a relationship between the field types in the sub-categories (Page 10, [0132] and 

[0133], Talib); and 
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the correlation device includes a component which assigns a weight to a sub- 
category in a record depending upon its level, and the correlation unit uses the assigned 
weight in performing the correlation (Page 14, [0175], Talib). 

Regarding Claim 22, Ginn/Knepfle/Talib discloses a system provided with access 
to a network, the content database being accessible from the network, the receiver and 
response unit communicating over the network (Page 7, [0083], Talib). 

Regarding Claim 23, Ginn/Knepfle/Talib discloses a system wherein the content 
database is accessed through the network (Page 7, [0087], Talib). 

1 2. Claims 59 - 64 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Talib et al. (Talib hereinafter) (US Patent App. Pub. No. 2001/0049677 A1, published: 
December 6, 2001) in view of Kelly Wical (Wical hereinafter) (US 5,953,718, issued: 
September 14, 1999). 

Regarding Claim 59, Talib discloses all the limitations as discussed above. 
However, Talib does not expressly disclose a degree of similarity between the 
categories and sub-categories of the search query and the categories and sub- 
categories of the record. Wical discloses: the relevance value for a record indicates a 
degree of similarity between the categories and sub-categories of the search query and 
the categories and sub-categories of the record (Fig. 6, Col. 17, lines 58 - 65, Wical). It 
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would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to incorporate the Wical's teachings to the system of Talib. Skilled artisan would 
have been motivated to do so, as suggested by Wical (Col. 2, lines 5-9 and 44 - 47, 
Wical), to infer topics from documents in a search and retrieval system in order to truly 
compare the content of documents with a query term; and identify the themes for a 
document, and classify the documents, including themes identified for the documents, in 
categories of the knowledge base. 

Regarding Claim 60, the combination of Talib in view of Wical (Talib/Wical 
hereinafter) discloses a method, wherein: 

a maximum relevance value for a record indicates that all categories and sub- 
categories of the search query, are found in the categories and sub-categories of the 
record (Fig. 6, Col. 18, lines 8-18, Wical); and 

a sub-maximum relevance value for a record indicates that some but not all 
categories and sub-categories of the search query are found in the categories and sub- 
categories of the record (Fig. 6, Col. 18, lines 19-27, Wical). 

Regarding Claim 61 , Talib/Wical discloses a method, wherein a relevance value 
for at least one record indicates that some but not all categories and sub-categories of 
the search query are found in the categories and sub-categories of the record (Fig. 6, 
Col. 17, lines 19 -27, Wical). 
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Regarding Claim 62, Talib/Wical discloses a system, wherein the relevance value 
for a record indicates a degree of similarity between the categories and sub-categories 
of the search query and the categories and sub-categories of the record (Fig. 6, Col. 18, 
lines 8 -18, Wical). 

Regarding Claim 63, Talib/Wical discloses a system, wherein: 
a maximum relevance value for a record indicates that all categories and sub- 
categories of the search query are found in the categories mad sub-categories of the 
record (Fig. 6, Col. 18, lines 8-18, Wical); and 

a sub-maximum relevance value for a record indicates that some but not all 
categories and sub-categories of the search query are found in the categories and sub- 
categories of the record (Fig. 6, Col. 18, lines 19-27, Wical). 

Regarding Claim 64, Talib/Wical discloses a system of claim 6, wherein a 
relevance value for at least one record indicates that some but not all categories and 
sub-categories of the search query are found in the categories and sub-categories of 
the record (Fig. 6, Col. 18, lines 19-27, Wical). 

13. Claims 65 - 67 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ginn (US Patent No. 6,275,81 1, issued: August 14, 2001), in view of Knepfle et al. 
(Knepfle hereinafter) (PCT WO 01/61601 A1 , international publication date: August 23, 
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2001), in view of Talib et al. (Talib hereinafter) (US Patent App. Pub. No. 2001/0049677 
A1 , published: December 6, 2001 ), and further in view of Kelly Wical (Wical hereinafter) 
(US 5,953,718, issued: September 14, 1999). 

Regarding Claim 65, Ginn/Knepfle/Talib discloses all the limitations as discussed 
above. However, Ginn/Knepfle/Talib does not expressly disclose: a degree of similarity 
between the categories and sub-categories of the search query and the categories and 
sub-categories of the record. Wical discloses: the relevance value for a record indicates 
a degree of similarity between the categories and sub-categories of the search query 
and the categories and sub-categories of the record (Fig. 6, Col. 1 7, lines 58 - 65, 
Wical). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the Wical's teachings to the system of 
Ginn/Knepfle/Talib. Skilled artisan would have been motivated to do so, as suggested 
by Wical (Col. 2, lines 5-9 and 44 - 47, Wical), to infer topics from documents in a 
search and retrieval system in order to truly compare the content of documents with a 
query term; and identify the themes for a document, and classify the documents, 
including themes identified for the documents, in categories of the knowledge base. 

Regarding Claim 66, the combination of Ginn in view of Knepfle in view of Talib 
and further in view of Wical (Ginn/Knepfle/Talib/Wical hereinafter) discloses a forum, 
wherein: 
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a maximum relevance value for a record indicates that all categories and sub- 
categories of the search query are found in the categories and sub-categories of the 
record (Fig. 6, Col. 18, lines 8-18, Wical); and 

a sub-maximum relevance value for a record indicates that some but not all 
categories and sub-categories of the search query are found in the categories and sub- 
categories of the record (Fig. 6, Col. 18, lines 19-27, Wical). 

Regarding Claim 67, Ginn/Knepfle/Talib/Wical discloses a forum, wherein a 
relevance value for at least one record indicates that some but not all categories and 
sub-categories of the search query are found in the categories and sub-categories of 
the record (Fig. 6, Col. 18, lines 19-27, Wical). 

Prior Art Made Of Record 

1. Ginn (US Patent No. 6,275,811, issued: August 14, 2001). 

2. Knepfle et al. (PCT WO 01/61601 A1 , international publication date: August 23, 
2001). 

3. Snow et al. (US Patent No. 6,098,066, issued: August 1 , 2000). 

4. Talib et al. (US Patent App. Pub. No. 2001/0049677 A1 , published: December 6, 
2001). 

5. Kelly Wical (US 5,953,718, issued: September 14, 1999). 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Breene can be reached on (571 ) 272-4107. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
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USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
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